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Comments:  

Aloha Chair and Committee Members 

Thank you for the opportunity to submit comments on SCR 74. The intent of this 
measure is creditable and continues efforts for traditional Native Hawaiian healing 
practices to be covered by Hawai`i's health insurers. Much work has already been done 
on this effort and I recommend that the Auditor needs to consult with Papa Ola Lokahi 
and its respective board member organizations as well as Aloha Care and the Hawai`i 
Primary Care Association in the scoping of its study. Further, it's important that any 
proposed legislation have the approval of the Native Hawaiian community collective. As 
Papa Ola Lokahi, with its state agency and Native Hawaiian NPO representation, is the 
established Native Hawaiian Health Board, it's important that any proposed 
legislation should have POL's approval.  The state's community health centers would 
also be impacted by any legislative initiatives around insuring traditional Native 
Hawaiian health practices and their representive body of the Hawai`i Primary Care 
Association.  I would recommend that the second to last paragraph in the resolution be 
amended to read: 

"BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Auditor is requested to consult at a minimum 
with Papa Ola Lokahi and its respective board members organizations, Aloha Care, and 
the Hawai`i Primary Care Association in its scoping and planning sessions for its report 
preparation and recommendations; and submit findings and recommendations to the 
Legislature, including any necessary implementing legislation approved by Papa Ola 
Lokahi and its respective board member organizations in consultation with the Hawai`i 
Primary Care Association,  no later than twenty days prior to the convening of the 
Regular Sesion of 2019; and" 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide testimony on this measure. 
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Comments:  
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Comments:  

As a known cultural practitioner, and recognized as such, I am opposing SCR-74.  I 
believe that any govenment does not understand or are qualified to make decisions 
on  TRADITIONAL HEALING practice.  It is a spiritual practice first, and a practice that 
is tied to geneaology.  It is not based upon western values or understanding.  I strongly 
oppose SCR-74. 

Thank you, 

Sean A. Chun 

Kaua`i 
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To:  SENATE COMMITTEE ON HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS and SENATE 
COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, CONSUMER PROTECTION, AND HEALTH 

For hearing Thursday, March 22, 2018 

Re: SCR74   REQUESTING THE AUDITOR TO ASSESS THE SOCIAL AND 
FINANCIAL EFFECTS OF REQUIRING HEALTH INSURERS TO PROVIDE 
COVERAGE FOR CERTAIN NATIVE HAWAIIAN CULTURE-BASED 
ACTIVITIES. 
 

TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION

I CALL UPON THE SENATORS ON THE COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, 
CONSUMER PROTECTION, AND HEALTH TO PAY SPECIAL 
ATTENTION TO POINT #3 IN THE TESTIMONY BELOW, BECAUSE 
THE ISSUES RAISED THERE COME UP REPEATEDLY IN MANY BILLS 
AND RESOLUTIONS.
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1.  There are many physical activities which could contribute to 
physical health; but we do not force health insurers to pay the 
fees for people to join organizations or clubs which sponsor such 
activities.  If we force insurers to cover such things then the 
insurers will need to increase the premiums we must pay for their 
insurance policies.  If we force insurers to pay membership fees 
for people to join canoe clubs or hula halaus, then by the same 
logic we should force insurers to pay the cost for people to join 
health spas, gyms, boxing clubs, and to participate in the Honolulu 
Marathon.  Insurance premiums will rise to pay for insurers to 
cover activities which might be fun and even physically healthful, 
but are not necessary.

2.  The whereas clauses in this resolution focus on allegedly poor 
health statistics for Native Hawaiians, together with the assertion 
that some cultural activities such as canoe paddling and hula are 
distinctive components of Native Hawaiian culture.  The unspoken 
but obvious general principle being assumed here is that insurers 
should be forced to pay for membership or activity fees solely for 
people of specific ethnic groups (but not others) to participate in 
cultural activities that are stereotypically identified specifically 
with those ethnic groups.  There are several flaws with such 
reasoning. 

2a.  Hula and canoe paddling are presumably good for the health 
of all people regardless of ethnicity.  If there are scientific studies 
supporting that hula and canoe paddling are good for physical 
health, then insurance companies should be forced to pay for 
anyone of any ethnicity to participate in such activities.  Why 
force insurers to engage in racial discrimination?  There are 
thousands of men and women with no Hawaiian native blood who 
are members of canoe clubs and hula halaus.
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2b.  If the legislature thinks it's wise to make a linkage between 
ethnicity and specific cultural activities, forcing insurers to pay for 
only the people of a specific ethnic group to participate in 
activities that fit the stereotype of that ethnic group, then you 
must certainly force insurers to pay for ethnic Filipinos to 
participate in escrima martial arts clubs; and for ethnic Scottish 
people to join the Scottish Highland clubs where they practice 
caber (log) tossing [an annual competition is held at Kapiolani 
Park]; and for women of Middle Eastern descent (but not 
Caucasians) to take lessons in belly dancing (because it is a 
stereotypically Middle Eastern cultural activity not traditionally 
practiced by Caucasians in Europe or America).  Silly, isn't it?

3.  The Native Hawaiian victimhood assertions in the top whereas 
clause of this resolution are based on "studies" which knowingly 
and intentionally commit statistical malpractice in gathering and 
analyzing data for the purpose of enriching the tycoons of the 
Hawaiian grievance industry and enhancing their political power.  
The remainder of this testimony is addressed to that topic.

For decades politicians, academics, and the people of Hawaii have 
been bombarded with claims that Native Hawaiians have the worst 
victimhood statistics for virtually every terrible disease or social 
dysfunction: heart disease, breast cancer, diabetes, drug abuse, 
poverty, incarceration -- the list of woes is endless. Such claims 
are presented along with statistics which appear to prove them. 
The claims, sometimes accompanied by statistical "studies", are 
published in newspapers or academic journals to influence public 
opinion to feel sympathy for those poor, downtrodden Native 
Hawaiians and to build political support for racial entitlement 
programs. The "studies" are also cited when powerful institutions 
with well-established bureaucracies apply for government or 
philanthropic grants to conduct race-based screening programs 
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and further studies, which are then used to apply for additional 
grants, etc.; thereby perpetuating the institutions and the salaries 
of their bureaucrats.

Victims are assigned to the category of "Native Hawaiian" without 
regard to the other ethnicities that make up a majority of their 
ancestry. This greatly inflates the alleged victimhood of Native 
Hawaiians while at the same time depriving those other ethnicities 
of the victimhood recognition to which the facts entitle them. 
Anyone with even a single drop of Hawaiian native blood is 
classified as "Native Hawaiian" and solely as Native Hawaiian (see 
the "smoking gun" confession of statistical malpractice copied 
from a scholarly article cited in the webpage below). The opposite 
sort of one-drop rule is used when counting Caucasians. A person 
whose ancestry is 7/8 Caucasian might be classified as Filipino 
merely because the father has 1/8 Filipino ancestry. These two 
applications of the one-drop rule grossly increase the apparent 
level of Native Hawaiian victimhood while also reducing the 
apparent level of Caucasian victimhood. An accurate assessment 
of ethnic victimhood would require researchers to have the 
courage to ask the politically incorrect but scientifically essential 
question: What are you? What racial groups are present in your 
ancestry, and what is the percentage of each one?

If victimhood is to be ascribed as being genetically caused by or 
correlated with race, then each racial group should be awarded a 
fractional victimhood tally mark for each victim, equal to the 
fraction of that race in the ancestry of each victim. If victimhood 
is to be ascribed as being caused by ethnic lifestyle or culture or 
religion, then a researcher should create for each lifestyle or 
culture or religion a list of activities or attitudes that characterize 
each culture or religion, and award fractional points to each of 
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them according to the activities or attitudes of each victim. 
Whether genetics or lifestyle is being studied as a cause or 

correlation of victimhood, a graph should be drawn for each kind 
of victimhood with regard to each ethnic group, comparing 
percentage of ethnicity against percentage of victimhood. If 
women with a low percentage of being Native Hawaiian by race or 
lifestyle have a low percentage of breast cancer while women with 
a high percentage of being Native Hawaiian by race or lifestyle 
also have a high percentage of breast cancer, then it would be 
reasonable to conclude that being Native Hawaiian is correlated 
with and probably a cause of getting breast cancer. Researchers 
could then try to discover what specific elements of genome or 
lifestyle cause the trouble. It would certainly be scientifically 
interesting to discover clear causes for the bad outcomes. But 
then would arise the question what should be done with such 
knowledge. It would be politically incorrect and socially dangerous 
to recommend genetic modification for Native Hawaiians, or 
changes in culture or lifestyle, as ways to prevent victimhood.

When people see a news report saying that Native Hawaiians have 
double the rate of some terrible disease as any other group, or 
30% lower income, they take the report at face value because 
they lack the mathematical sophistication to raise questions about 
how the data were collected and analyzed. But the reports 
compiled by the Native Hawaiian grievance industry are created by 
experts with strong backgrounds in statistical analysis. They 
SHOULD know better. Some of them certainly DO know better -- 
they have been told about their statistical malpractice but 
continue engaging in it. Knowing the truth but proclaiming a 
falsehood is not merely an unfortunate error -- it is a deliberate 
LIE. In the Native Hawaiian grievance industry many experts have 
been knowingly perpetuating lies for many years to get public 
sympathy, political power, and hundreds of millions of dollars in 
government and philanthropic grants. It's a SCAM whose costs are 
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measured not only in wasted megabucks but also in heightened 
racial tension as the racial group who believe they have proof of 

victimhood demand monetary and political reparations from 
groups they perceive as their oppressors.

Sadly we remember the legacy of racial entitlements in the U.S. 
South. There might be two drinking fountains side by side. One 
had a sign saying "Whites Only." The other had no sign and was 
available to people of all races (including whites who, of course, 
never drank there). "Separate but equal" was the law of the land, 
although in actual practice the segregated facilities available to 
blacks were grossly unequal.

Jim Crow laws and socially established customs mandating racial 
segregation have taken their rightful place in the dungheap of 
history -- except in Hawaii where they flourish and worsen as each 
year goes by. Hawaii's racial entitlement programs have 
established racial separatism and attitudes of racial supremacy as 
social norms; and are fueling demands for federal recognition of 
"Native Hawaiians" as a sovereign Indian tribe. The main 
justifications offered for racial entitlement programs are claims of 
racial disparities, which are based on bogus statistical analysis due 
to deliberate refusal to allocate victimhood to ethnic groups in 
proportion to the percentage of each ethnicity in the heritage of 
each victim, and the refusal to compare ethnic group victimhood 
data within the same age cohorts.

Suppose help were given to people in a race-neutral way based on 
need alone. Then "Native Hawaiians" would automatically get the 
lion's share of the help, if "Native Hawaiians" truly have the worst 
statistics among all ethnic groups. A 450-page monster book 
proclaiming and celebrating Native Hawaiian victimhood "studies" 
over the years was produced by Kamehameha Schools "Policy 
Analysis and Systems Evaluation" division in 2006 just at the right 
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time to influence debate in the U.S. Senate over the Akaka bill to 
create a Hawaiian tribe. But a different way to think about that 
book is to see it as a 450-page proof that "Native Hawaiians" will 

get more help than other ethnic groups if help is given based on 
need alone. It is selfish, immoral, and racially divisive for "Native 
Hawaiians" to demand more government and philanthropic 
assistance than would be warranted by their actual needs.

The legislature has a fiduciary duty to provide help to needy 
people without regard to race. "Native Hawaiians" are highly 
favored by government and philanthropic programs that are 
racially exclusionary solely for their benefit, while people of other 
ethnicities who desperately need help cannot get it because the 
limited resources are diverted to Hawaii's favorite race.

This has been a summary of a very detailed webpage which 
provides proof of statistical malpractice in how people are 
allocated to racial categories in various "studies", and detailed 
analyses of the "findings" in several iterations of the Native 
Hawaiian Healthcare Act over a number of years of its 
reauthorization.

See webpage entitled "Native Hawaiian victimhood -- malpractice 
in the gathering and statistical analysis of data allegedly showing 
disproportionate Native Hawaiian victimhood for disease and social 
dysfunction. How and why the Hawaiian grievance industry uses 
bogus statistics to scam government and philanthropic 
organizations, politicians, and public opinion" at 
http://tinyurl.com/j3aolqg
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Comments:  

We STRONGLY SUPPORT this resolution. Mahalo. 
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Comments:  

We STRONGLY SUPPORT this resolution. Mahalo. 
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